DIRECTORS’ MEETING
MONDAY, APRIL 10, 2006

*REVISED*

MAYOR

1. Mayor’s Town Hall Set for April 11, 2006. (See Email)

2. NEWS RELEASE RE: Mayor’s Arts Awards Winners Announced. (See
Release)

3. Washington Report, March 31, 2006. (See Report)

DIRECTORS

*HEALTH DEPARTMENT™*
1. NEWS RELEASE - Recycle “Pet” #1 Plastic Containers and Help “Return The
Warmth”. (See Release)
*2. *REVISED* NEWS RELEASE - CORRECTED RELEASE - RE: 19" Annual
Lincoln & Lancaster County Environmental Awards. (See CORRECTED Release)

PLANNING

1. Joslyn Castle Institute for Sustainable Communities: Invitation to Meeting on April
20, 2006. (Attachment)

2. International Council of Shopping Centers Definitions. (Attachment)

PLANNING COMMISSION FINAL ACTION

1. Special Permit No. 06011 - Denied. (Parking lot in residential district - 26™ and W.
Streets). (See Attachment)

2. Special Permit No. 06015 (Calvary Evangelical Lutheran Church - 2774 Franklin
Street). Resolution No. PC-00987. (See Attachment)

3. Special permit No. 06014, Southlake Community Unit Plan (S.91st Street and
Andermatt Drive). Resolution No. PC-00987. (See Attachment)

PUBLIC WORKS

1. ADVISORY. Pine Lake Road Widening - Project #700014; 40th-61st Streets and 56"
Street; Shadow Pines -Thompson Creek. (See Advisory)

2. Response to Nancy Coffman from Randy Hoskins, Traffic Engineer RE: “O” Street
pedestrian safety. (See Letter)

WOMEN’ COMMISSION

1. NEWS RELEASE RE: Networking Event Hosts Senator Dianna Schimek (See
Release)

2. Women’s Commission Director’s Report. (See Attachment)



1. CITY CLERK

IV. COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE

JON CAMP

1.

2.

3.

Request to Doug Ahlberg to respond to email from Cary D. Agostino regarding air
raid siren at Randolph Elementary School sound level. (Council received email)
Response to Cary D’Agostino from Doug Ahlberg RE: Randolph School warning
siren sound level. (See Letter)

Email to Vice Mejer RE: Northeast Police Facility RFP. (See Email)

DAN MARVIN

1.

Request to Marvin Krout, Planning Director/Michaela Hansen, Public Works &
Utilities Dept./ OR Steve Henrichsen, Planning Dept. - RE: Requesting information
on Annexation Agreements (RFI#2 - 04/06/06)

PATTE NEWMAN

1.

Email sent from Charles Stalder regarding “Concealed Weapons”. (See Email)

V. MISCELLANEOQOUS

1.

agkrown

o

10.

11.

Email from Alisha Engle RE: Opposed to Super Target store being located in the
neighborhood. (See Email)

Email from Cary D’Agostino RE: Public safety siren volume. (See Email)

Letter from Nancy Russell RE: Promoting decency in Lincoln. (See Letter)
Letter from Bob Boyce RE: Participation in bike ride. (See Letter)

Email from Meylonie Schatz RE: Thank you for dealing with Fat Nappy’s. (See
Email)

Email from Victor E. Covalt 111 RE: Respect bar in the city.

Email from Stanley Oswald RE: Opposed to legislation passed on carrying guns. (See
Email)

Email from Dave Brady RE: Proposed bike lanes for downtown. (See Email)
Letter from Ballew, Schneider, Covalt, Gaines & Engdahl RE: Investigator Russ
Fosler and the Lincoln Police Department. (See Letter)

Letter from Ferne E. Williams RE: Opposed to Recent Approval of New Fees for
Lincoln Electric System. (See Letter)

Email from Heidi Daringer and Landon Osborne RE: Property located at 1840 E
Street/City Violation. (See Email)

VI. ADJOURNMENT

F:AFILES\CITYCOUN\WP\DA041006.wpd



g DEngstrom@ci.lincoln.ne.us To dengstrom@lincoln.ne.gov
ot 04/06/2006 11:00 AM cc

bcc

Subject Mayor Seng's Town Hall Meeting, April 11, 2006

Please forward to any appropriate e-mail list. Thank you.

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
555 South 10th Street, Lincoln, NE 68508, 441-7511, fax 441-7120

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: March 30, 2006
FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831

MAYOR’S TOWN HALL SET FOR APRIL 11

Mayor Coleen J. Seng invites the public to a Town Hall meeting scheduled for Tuesday evening,
April 11 at the Cornhusker Marriott, 333 South 13th Street. A reception will begin at 5:30 p.m.
in the Lancaster Room in the lower portion of the Conference Center, and the Town Hall
meeting is scheduled for 6 to 7 p.m. During the reception, City departments will be present with
displays and handouts on current projects and programs.

“This is an important opportunity for residents to hear information about City services and the
many projects under way in our community,” said Mayor Seng. “The Town Hall provides a
venue for citizens and City officials to talk about their ideas and concerns.”

At 6 p.m., the Mayor will make brief remarks and introduce representatives of the City
departments. From 6 to 7 p.m. Mayor Seng will host a question-and-answer session between
citizens and City officials.

The City’s government access channel, 5 CITY-TV, will tape the 6 to 7 p.m. portion of the
meeting to be aired at later dates on cable channel 5.

Debbie Engstrom

Executive Assistant/Scheduler to Mayor Coleen J. Seng
555 South 10th Street, Room 208

Lincoln, NE 68508

402-441-6897

Fax: 402-441-7120

dengstrom@lincoln.ne.gov
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NEBRASKA

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
555 South 10th Street, Lincoln, NE 68508, 441-7511, fax 441-7120

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: April 6, 2006

FOR MORE INFORMATION: Diane Gonzolas, Citizen Information Center, 441-7831
Deb Weber, Lincoln Arts Council, 434-2787

MAYOR'’S ARTS AWARDS WINNERS ANNOUNCED

Mayor Coleen J. Seng has announced the winners of the 28th annual Mayor’s Arts Awards to be
presented the evening of Wednesday, June 14, 2006 at the Lied Center for Performing Arts.
The event is sponsored by the Lincoln Arts Council (LAC), and this year’s presenting sponsor is
Union Bank. The awards program formally recognizes artistic contributions and achievements in
the Lincoln area. The LAC will begin accepting reservations April 24.

The honorees:

. TADA (The Arts Deserve Attention) Productions, a professional theatrical outreach
company, will receive the Mayor’s Choice Award (sponsored by Clzne Williams, Wright,
Johnson & Oldfather, L.L.P.).

. Crete Carrier Corporation will receive the Oliva Family “Arts for Kids”Award
(sponsored by Jack and Dottie Oliva), which honors an individual or organization from
outside of the arts professions whose leadership has enhanced arts activities and
experiences for children.

. Steve Hanson, a performer and teacher of banjo, guitar and mandolin, will receive the
Artistic Achievement Award for Performing Arts (sponsored by Farmers Mutual
Insurance Company).

. Marcia Laging-Cummings, a bead artist and teacher, will receive the Artistic
Achievement Award for Visual Arts (sponsored by Lincoln Benefit Life).

*  Michael Kingery, a 2005 Lincoln Southeast graduate, computer design student and
visual artist, will receive the Artistic Achievement Award for Youth (sponsored by Lincoln
Vision Center), which recognizes a young person age 18 or younger.

. Max and Lillie Larsen will receive the Halcyon Allsman Benefactor of the Arts Award
(sponsored by Wells Fargo) for their significant financial contributions to the arts in
Lincoln.

. The century-old Lincoln Municipal Band will receive the Arts Organization Award
(sponsored by Allied Insurance).

. Charles Bethea , Executive Director of the Lied Center for Performing Arts, will receive
the Leadership Award (sponsored by Talent +).

. Proyecto Cultural/Sangre Azteca, a Hispanic dance group, will receive the Cultural

Celebration Award (sponsored by Alltel).

- more -



Mayor’s Arts Awards

April 6, 2006

Page Two

. Dorothy Olson Young, a former Lincoln Public Schools teacher and English Consultant,
will receive the Literary Heritage Award (sponsored by the Nebraska Literary Heritage
Association).

. The Sunken Gardens Renovation Project will receive the Larry Enersen Urban Design
Award (sponsored by The Clark Enersen Partners).

. Jo Stewart will receive the Heart of the Arts Award (sponsored by Runza Restaurants)
for outstanding volunteer service.

. Diane Gabelhouse, an art teacher at Mickle Middle School, will receive the Gladys Lux

Education Award (endowed by the Gladys Lux Foundation,).

A panel of judges from the community selected the award winners in every category except
Mayor’s Choice, Literary Heritage and Urban Design. This year’s awards are being created by
Gail Kendall, a nationally recognized potter, UNL professor of art and art history and 2004
Mayor’s Arts Award recipient.

The Mayor’s Arts Awards ceremony also will include a tribute to those members of the Lincoln
arts community who have died since the last awards ceremony in June 2005. Names may be
submitted to LAC at 434-2787, lacdirector@artscene.org or at 920 “O” Street, Lincoln, NE
68508.

-30 -
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HOUSE PANEL UNVEILS DRAFT TELECOM BILL

TELECOMUNICATIONS

House panel hears testimony on latest
proposal. The House Energy and Commerce
Committee held a hearing this week on draft
legislation designed to create a national
franchise system for video service providers.
The draft, dubbed the Communications
Opportunity, Promotion, and Enhancement
Act, or “COPE Act,” is the third attempt in
recent months by leaders of the committee to
ease the ability of regional telephone
companies to enter the video services market.

While some earlier versions of the proposal
were endorsed by committee Democrats,
negotiations on the COPE Act broke down
last weekend and Chairman Joe Barton (R-
TX) decided to proceed without bipartisan
support. In particular, Democrats on the
committee decried the lack of any “build-out”
requirements for new video entrants,
consumer protections, and “net neutrality,” or
treating all forms of telecommunications
providers in an equal manner.

Local government organizations were
represented at the hearing this week by
Mayor Ken Fellman of Arvada, Colorado,
who expressed deep concerns with the COPE
Act. Fellman prefaced his remarks by stating
that the draft was made available less than
three days prior to the hearing, but
recommended improvements in the bill in
areas such as management of public rights-of-
way, local control over quality of service, and
capacity for the provision of public,
educational, and governmental (PEG)
services. While the bill does allow for a
franchise fee of five percent of gross revenues
to local governments, Fellman maintained
that exemptions from gross revenues in the
bill may provide loopholes for
telecommunications providers to reduce their
payments to municipalities.

During the question and answer period with
committee members, Reps. Marsha
Blackburn (R-TN) and Steve Buyer (R-IN)
attacked Fellman’s motives for opposing a
national franchise. The two teamed up to
claim that as a Mayor and a lawyer in private
practice specializing in telecommunications
law, he benefits financially from negotiating
local franchises. Mayor Fellman responded
professionally to the unfair accusations and
the organizations he represented at the
hearing, the U.S. Conference of Mayors,
National League of Cities, and National
Association of Counties among five others,
hold Mayor Fellman in the highest regard.

Internet service providers such as Yahoo,
Google, Microsoft, eBay, and Amazon.com
also expressed their opposition to the bill in a
letter to committee leaders this week, as did
numerous consumer advocates and public
interest groups. The cable television industry
was said to have signed off on the COPE Act,
but representatives at the hearing gave it a
lukewarm endorsement at best. Cable
representatives at the hearing also expressed
support for a proposal by Rep. Lee Terry (R-
NE) not included in the draft that would allow
new video providers accelerated entry into a
market if they would comply with the
provisions of the existing franchise in the
community.

On the other hand, the prime beneficiaries of
the legislation, telephone companies such as
Verizon and AT&T, lavishly praised the bill.
However, Rep. John Dingell (D-MI), the
senior Democrat on the Energy and
Commerce Committee, has questioned
whether AT&T would qualify for a national
franchise under the bill since the legislation
specifically applies to “cable operators.” For
several months, AT&T has been arguing with
the FCC that its new Internet-based video
service should not be regulated as a cable
service. AT&T has not yet responded to
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Dingell’s inquiry.

Barton plans on marking up the COPE Act
in committee next week. Local
government organizations are expected to
complete a thorough review of the
legislation and present their specific
concerns prior to that markup. Copies of
the draft legislation or Mayor Fellman’s
testimony are available from this office.

IMMIGRATION

Republicans squabble over immigration
reform. Immigration reform took center
stage in the Senate this week, as the Senate
Judiciary Committee approved a measure
that would provide for a “guestworker”
program for illegal immigrants. At the
same time, a border security and
enforcement bill sponsored by Senate
Majority Leader Bill Frist (R-AL) was
being debated on the Senate floor and the
Judiciary Committee measure was offered
to that measure as a floor amendment on
Thursday.

The centerpiece of the Judiciary
Committee bill is the creation of a
guestworker program for the
approximately 11 million illegal
immigrants residing in the country.
Senator Lindsey Graham (R-SC) offered a
successful amendment that would allow
citizenship for illegal immigrants who
meet the following requirements: pay a
$1,000 fine; pass a comprehensive
background check before receiving a work
visa, and be continuously employed in the
United States (any 45-day period of
unemployment would subject them to
deportation). After working in the United
States for six years, the immigrant could
apply for a second five-year visa, undergo
another background check, pay another
$1,000 fine, and pay any back taxes. After
attending an American civics class and
showing proficiency in the English
language, the immigrant could then apply
for citizenship, which would not be granted
until all prior legal applicants had been
approved. The Graham amendment is
similar to the guestworker program
supported by Senators John McCain (R-
AZ) and Edward Kennedy (D-MA).

President Bush embraced the principles of
the Senate proposal and House Speaker
Dennis Hastert (R-IL) and new House
Majority Leader John Boehner (R-OH)

both expressed the need for a
guestworker program. The legislation
(HR 4437) approved last year by the
House contains no such proposal.
However, the plan was also roundly
criticized by a number of Republicans in
the Senate and House -- such as Frist,
Senator Jon Kyl (R-AZ), and Reps. J.D.
Hayworth (R-AZ) and Tom Tancredo
(R-CO) -- who feared it was offering
amnesty to a population that entered the
U.S. under illegal circumstances.

The Senate is scheduled to complete
action on the immigration bill next week,
and if the guestworker provisions
remain, it should set up a contentious
conference with the House over the bill.
Proponents of each side of the
guestworker debate appear to be so
committed to their positions that
compromise may be impossible.

Both the House and Senate bills also
contain provisions regarding local law
enforcement of federal immigration law.
The Senate would create a voluntary
program by which local public safety
agencies would cooperate on the
detention of illegal immigrants, while
the House version would withhold
federal law enforcement funding from
local governments that implement
amnesty programs for immigrants.

BUDGET

House panel clears budget blueprint as
negotiations continue. On a party line
vote of 22-17, the House Budget
Committee cleared the FY 2007 Budget
Resolution.  The Budget Resolution
serves as a blueprint that sets broad tax,
spending and policy goals for Congress
to implement. Though it does not have
the force of law, it does set a binding cap
on discretionary spending as Congress
crafts appropriations bills for the coming
fiscal year. It also provides for
expedited consideration and protection
from filibuster for tax and mandatory
spending legislation, dubbed
“reconciliation bills,” that is designed to
implement the goals outlined in the
Budget Resolution.

As cleared by the Committee, the Budget
Resolution follows the President’s lead
and would cap discretionary spending in
FY 2007 at $873 billion, up from $842

Washington Report

billion in FY 2006. In a blow to the
White House, however, it would provide
reconciliation protection for only $6.8
billion in savings from mandatory
spending programs over five years, far
short of the $65 billion in Medicare and
Medicaid cuts proposed by the
Administration, but more than the
Senate-passed measure (S Con Res 83),
which does not provide for any
mandatory spending cuts. Like the
Senate-passed measure, the Budget
Resolution passed by the House also
ignores the President’s proposal for
another round of major tax cuts. (For
details of the Senate-passed Budget
Resolution, see the March 17

Washington Report.)

If fully implemented, the Budget
Resolution would result in a total FY
2007 budget of $2.8 trillion and a deficit
of $359 billion. In an effort to stave off
criticism that the Resolution avoids
reality, it assumes that Congress will
appropriate $50 billion in emergency
spending for the Iraq War, something the
President’s Budget did not do. (The
measure passed by the Senate assumes
that $90 billion will be spent on the Iraq
War.)

Unlike the Senate Budget Resolution,
the version passed by the House Budget
Committee does not include
reconciliation protection for legislation
to authorize oil drilling in the Arctic
National Wildlife Refuge.

A group of 23 moderate Republicans led
by Reps. Nancy Johnson (R-CT) and
Fred Upton (R-MI), sent a letter to
House Speaker Dennis Hastert (R-IL)
saying that they will not vote for the
Budget Resolution unless it includes an
additional two percent increase in
discretionary spending. They
specifically want a discretionary
spending level similar to that in the
Senate-passed Budget Resolution, which
calls for $889 billion in discretionary
spending in FY 2007. The same group
wrote Nussle earlier this year saying
they would not support a Budget
Resolution that includes the mandatory
spending cuts proposed by the President.

At the same time, the 105-member
strong Republican Study Committee
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(RSC), the caucus of conservative House
Republicans, is pushing for cuts to
mandatory spending and adherence to an
$873 billion FY 2007 discretionary
spending limit. The RSC has drawn a line
in the sand on the discretionary spending
cap, saying they will not support a Budget
Resolution that exceeds $873 billion. The
RSC is also pushing for inclusion of
earmark reform and expedited
consideration of legislation creating a line-
item veto in the Budget Resolution.

Further complicating matters for a
potential House-Senate Conference
Committee, the President’s elevation of
Office of Management and Budget
Director Joshua Bolten to White House
Chief of Staff might indicate that the
President plans to actively participate in
budget negotiations. In his statement on
Senate passage of the Budget Resolution
earlier this month, Bolten singled out
Specter and his efforts to increase
discretionary spending for criticism.

PUBLIC SAFETY

House subcommittee holds hearing on
legislation that would bar federal gun sales
data from being used against dealers. The
Crime, Terrorism and Homeland Security
subcommittee of the House Judiciary
Committee held a hearing on Tuesday on
HR 5005. The “Fircarms and Corrections
Improvements Act,” introduced earlier this
month by Rep. Lamar Smith (R-TX),
would restrict the disclosure of information
in the firearms trace database that is
maintained by the National Trace Center of
the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms,
and Explosives (ATF).

Local law enforcement has used the ATF’s
crime gun trace database to identify retail
dealers contributing the most guns to the
illegal market, the manufacturers and
distributors who supply those dealers, and
traffickers. The database is also being
used by cities bringing law suits against
gun manufacturers and dealers.

Testifying before the subcommittee New
York City Mayor Michael Bloomberg
criticized the bill calling it “a God awful
piece of legislation® that “coddles
criminals and endangers police officers and
citizens.”  Bloomberg also submitted
letters from mayors from across the
country opposing the bill to the

subcommittee.

The National Rifle Association testified
in favor of the bill saying Bloomberg’s
concerns are exaggerated and that the
bill would streamline law enforcement
efforts.

The subcommittee has not scheduled a
markup for the bill. Given the tight
House schedule, it is not clear if the bill
will reach the House floor even if it does
clear the Judiciary Committee. In
addition, it is unlikely that the Senate
would pass it or similar legislation.

TRANSPORTATION

Panel holds hearing on transit security.
This week, the House Transportation and
Infrastructure Committee’s Highways,
Transit, and Pipelines Subcommittee
held a transit security hearing.
Witnesses included representatives from
the American Public Transportation
Association (APTA), American Bus
Association (ABA), and the
Amalgamated Transit Union (ATU).

Each testified that increased funding is
needed to strengthen security for transit
systems and bus services. APTA has
identified more than $6 billion in transit
security needs ranging from employee
training to new communications
systems. In contrast, the Bush
Administration has proposed a meager
$600 million in FY 2007 for a security
grant program to fund security measures
for ports, rail, transit, bus, and trucking
lines. The transit industry opposes the
proposal to lump transit systems and
seaports into one funding pool, since the
various transportation industries would
have to compete for funding.

APTA and other transit groups are not
happy with the amount of money that
has been proposed or the structure of the
transit security grant process. Since
9/11, three different agencies within the
Department of Homeland Security
(DHS) have administered transit grant
funds, and the process has changed each
time. APTA urged Congress to pass
authorization legislation to codify a
permanent transit security grant
program. Such a move would allow
transit systems to plan for funding for
several years ahead of time. APTA also

Washington Report

asked that Congress put the Federal
Transit Administration (FTA) in charge
of managing transit grants.

APTA testimony maintained that transit
security investments should be made to
protect transit systems from both
terrorist attacks and natural disasters,
suggesting that any risk-based formula
for distributing money should take into
account the potential for hurricanes and
other natural catastrophes. The
dilapidated state of the Mississippi
transit system demonstrates why
homeland security investments need to
be made consistently and in advance of a
disaster. Early investments in
communications, for example, might
have helped the system keep running
after Katrina, according to APTA.

Subcommittee Chairman Tom Petri (R-
WI) said that the committee will likely
consider legislation similar to a bill (HR
5082) approved by the panel in
September 2004 that provided nearly
$3.4 billion over three years for public
transportation security grants.

GRANT OPPORTUNITIES

Department of Health and Human
Services: The Health Resources and
Services Administration (HRSA) has
published a comprehensive preview of
its FY 2006 grant programs. The
preview does not necessarily replace
grant guidance notices, but is intended to
provide applicants with a timeline and
general instructions to begin preparing
applications. HRSA is later than usual
this year in publishing the preview, and
many of the deadlines have passed or the
programs have been cancelled
altogether.  Most of the remaining
deadlines are between March and July.
The preview can be found at:
http://www.hrsa.gov/grants/preview/.
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NEBRASKA LINCOLN-LANCASTER COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT www.ilincoln.ne.us
3140 N Street, Lincoln NE 68510 « Phone: 441-8000
Fax: 441-8323 or 441-6229

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: March 30, 2006
FOR MORE INFORMATION:  Harry Heafer, 441-8035

RECYCLE ‘PET’ # 1 PLASTIC CONTAINERS AND HELP
“RETURN THE WARMTH”
Help provide fleece jackets to needy children

Recycle your #1 PET plastic bottles and help provide fleece jackets for needy children
through Bubba’s Closet, a project of the Lincoln Elementary School Principal Organization. All
efforts are aimed at helping Bubba’s Closet obtain funds to purchase more jackets for
distribution to needy children and families next fall. Lincoln’s six public high schools are
participating in the “Return the Warmth” program to increase their recycling of #1 PET plastic
bottles to support Bubba’s Closet.

By recycling your plastic soda bottles, water bottles and other types of #1 PET plastic
containers, which can be made into fleece jackets, you will be helping a Lincoln High School
win a $1,000 SAM’S CLUB gift card which they will donate to Bubba’s Closet. Citizens in
Lincoln & Lancaster County are encouraged to increase their recycling of #1 PET containers at
one of Lincoln’s 18 recycling drop-off sites or the drop-off sites in neighboring communities.
For a list of drop-off locations, refer to page 44 in the blue pages of the Alltel phone book.

Local partners in the “Return the Warmth” program include Midland Recycling,
Recycling Enterprises and Star City Recycling who have generously agreed to contribute a
penny a pound to Bubba’s Closet for all #1 PET plastic recycled during the Great American
Cleanup, March 1 - May 31. Additional partners include the City of Lincoln Recycling Program
and the Lincoln Public School’s Recycling Program.

-more-



The “Return the Warmth” program is sponsored nationally by SAM’S CLUB, Aquafina
and Keep America Beautiful. SAM’S CLUB and Aquafina are offering grants of $1,000 in the
form of a SAM’S CLUB gift card to be awarded to each of the 50 top collecting schools in the
nation that participate in the “Return the Warmth” program. Help Lincoln’s Public High
Schools be one of these winning schools.

“Return the Warmth” is a project of Keep America Beautiful’s Great American Cleanup,
the nation’s largest annual community improvement program with over 30,000 cleanup, green-
up and fix-up events in over 15,000 communities involving nearly 2.5 million volunteers. Local
affiliate, Keep Lincoln & Lancaster County Beautiful, is a program of the Lincoln-Lancaster
County Health Department (KLLCB) and is partially funded by a Litter Reduction and
Recycling Grant administered by the Nebraska Department of Environmental Quality.

HiH
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NEBRASKA LINCOLMN-LANCASTER COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT
3140 N Street, Lincain NE 58510 + Phone: 441-5000
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:  April 6, 2006
FOR MORE INFORMATION:Harry Heafer, 441-8035 or Gene Hanlon, 441-7043

19th ANNUAL
LINCOLN & LANCASTER COUNTY
ENVIRONMENTAL AWARDS

The 19" annual Lincoln-Lancaster County Environmental Awards Luncheon will be held on
Thursday, April 27, at the Nebraska Champions Club, 707 Stadium Drive. The luncheon will begin at Noon
with the program following. Reservations are $15 per person and may be made by calling 441-8035.
Reservation deadline is April 21.

The awards event will recognize businesses, organizations and individuals for their efforts to protect
the environment and conserve our resources. Ten people, groups or businesses will receive recognition this
year in six different categories. The award recipients and categories include: Pollution Prevention: General
Dynamics; Waste Reduction and Recycling: Lincoln Public Schools Recycling Program, Cartridge World
and Martha Green; Water Conservation: LES Salt Valley Generating Station and Lincoln Plating;
Residential/Commercial Development: Spring Creek Prairie Audubon Center; Environmental
Education/Awareness: Joyce Coppinger-(Lincoln Green Building Group); Cleanup/Beautification: Pam
Goodrich-Bennet and Jeff Schwebke-Arnold Heights Neighborhood Association.

The keynote speaker will be W. Cecil Steward, President/CEOQ of the Joslyn Castle Institute for
Sustainable Communities. The topic of his presentation is “All the Environmental World is Local” with an
emphasis on local lifestyle and attitudes that impact the global condition.

-H#HE-



Jean L Walker/Notes To CouncilPacket/Notes, Commish@lancaster.ne.gov,

04/04/2006 01.05 PM ¢t Kerry P Eagan/Notes, Gwen K Thorpe/Notes, Ann
Harrell/Notes,
beo

Subject Joslyn Castle Institute for Sustainable Communities:
Invitation to Meeting on April 20, 2006

TO:

Lincoln_city Council
Lancaster County Board of Cowmissioners
Lincoln-~Lancaster County Planning Commission

We know that you have concerns for the future of Nebraska, and so we want to
invite you to an important meeting featuring a presentationm by Ted Knowlton of
Envision Utah from 2 a.m. to noon, April 20, at Quarry Caks Golf Course near

Ashland.

We will examine critical quality of life issues facing the Southeast
Nebraska/Southwest Tows Metroplex through the model of Envision Utzh, a
nationally recognized volunteer effort to build consensus for a sustainable
future in the greater Salt Lake City region, which is experiencing growth
pressures and opportunities similar £o those in the

Omaha/Lincoln/Council Bluffs metro region.

Our cooperation with Envision Utah marks a major step in an effort by JCI and
ite partners in building our own voluntary regional planning organization that
preserves and enhances quality of life in the region through the promotion of
sustainable practices while at the same time strengthening the region's
long-term economic prospects.

Additionally, we want to invite you to stay through lunch at Quarry Oaks and
discuss with us your possible interest in helping to create a friends
organization in the region.

Please RSVP by April 14 to (402) 595-1%02 or by emailing Katie Torpy at
ktorpy@sustainable.design.org if vou plan to attend either the meeting oY
luncheon or hoth. Your interest and participation would be greatly
appreciated.

Katie Torpy

Joslyn Castle Institute for Sustainable Communities

3910 Davenport 8t., Omaha, NE 68131

402.585.19%02 402.5%85.1007 ecogpheres.com

Forwarded by Jean Walker, Administrative Offscer
City-County Planning Department
441-8365

R



MEMORANDUM

TO: Planning Commission

FROM: Stephen Henrichsen, Planning@
SUBJECT: International Council of Shopping Centers Definitions
DATE: April 4, 2006

COPIES: Planning staff
City Council

Attached for your reference are the “International Council of Shopping Centers” (ICSC)
definitions on the basic types of shopping centers for your discussion next Tuesday, April 12
during the luncheon discussion time. Planning staff will also provide additional information on
the sizes of centers and larger stores in Lincoln at the meeting as well.

QASHORMSTEVE\CommerciallCSC routing memo.wpd

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ ]
Lincoln City-Lancaster County Planning Department

555 8. 10th §t., Rm. #213 @ Lincoln NE 68508
Phone: 441-7491 o Fax: 441-6377



1CSC SHOPPING CENTER DEFINITIONS
Basic Configurations and Types

The term "shopping center” has been evolving since the early 1950s. Given the maturity
of the industry, numerous types of centers cwrrently exist that go beyond the standard
definitions. Industry nomenclature originally offered four basic terms: neighborhood,
community, regional, and superregional centers. However, as the industry has grown and
changed, more types of centers have evolved and these four classifications are no longer
adequate. The International Council of Shopping Centers has defined eight principal
shopping center types, shown in the accompanying table.

The definitions, and in particular the table that accompanies the text, are meant to be
guidelines for understanding major differences between the basic types of shopping
centers. Several of the categories shown in the table, such as size, number of anchors,
and trade area, should be interpreted as "typical" for each center type. They are not meant
to encompass the operating characteristics of every center. As a general rule, the main
determinants in classifying a center are its merchandise orientation (types of
goods/services sold) and its size.,

It is not always possible to precisely classify every center. A hybrid center may combine
clements from two or more basic classifications, or a center's concept may be sufficiently
unusual as to preclude it from fitting into one of the eight generalized definitions
presented here.

There are other types of centers that are not separately defined here but nonetheless are a
part of the industry. Some can be considered subsegments of one of the larger, defined
groups, perhaps created to satisfy a particular niche market. One example would be the
convenience center, among the smallest of centers, whose tenants provide a narrow mix
of goods and personal services to a very limited trade area. A typical anchor would be a
convenience store like 7-Eleven or other mini-mart. At the other end of the size spectrum
are super off-price malls that consist of a large variety of value-oriented retailers,
including factory outlet stores, department store close-out outlets, and category killers in
an enclosed megamall (up to 2 million square feet) complex. Other smaller subsegments
of the industry include vertical, downtown, off-price, home improvement, and car care
centers. The trend toward differentiation and segmentation will continue to add new
terminology as the industry matures.

SHOPPING CENTER: A group of retail and other commercial establishments that is
planned, developed, owned and managed as a single property. On-site parking is
provided.  The center's size and orientation are generally determined by the market
characteristics of the trade area served by the center. The two main configurations of
shopping centers are malls and open-air strip centers.



BASIC CONFIGURATIONS

Mall: Malls typically are enclosed, with a climate-controlled walkway between two
facing strips of stores. The term represents the most common design mode for regional
and superregional centers and has become an informal term for these types of centers.

Strip Center: A strip center is an attached row of stores or service outlets managed as a
coherent retail entity, with on-site parking usually located in front of the stores. Open
canopies may connect the storefronts, but a strip center does not have enclosed walkways
linking the stores. A sirip center may be configured in a straight line, or have an "L" or
"U" shape.

SHOPPING CENTER TYPES

Neighborhood Center: This center is designed to provide convenience shopping for the
day-to-day needs of consumers in the immediate neighborhood. According to ICSC's
SCORE publication, roughly half of these centers are anchored by a supermarket, while
about a third have a drugstore anchor. These anchors are supported by stores offering
drugs, sundries, snacks and personal services. A neighborhood center is usually
configured as a straight-line strip with no enclosed walkway or mall area, although a
canopy may connect the storefronts.

Community Center: A community center typically offers a wider range of apparel and
other soft goods than the neighborhood center does. Among the more common anchors
are supermarkets, super drugstores, and discount department stores. Community center
tenants sometimes contain off-price retailers selling such items as apparel, home
improvement/furnishings, toys, electronics or sporting goods. The center is usually
configured as a strip, in a straight line, or L or U shape. Of the eight center types,
community centers encompass the widest range of formats. For example, certain centers
that are anchored by a large discount department store refer to themselves as discount
centers. Others with a high percentage of square footage allocated to off-price retailers
can be termed off-price centers.

Regional Center: This center type provides general merchandise (a large percentage of
which is apparel) and services in full depth and variety. Its main attractions are its
anchors: traditional, mass merchant, or discount department stores or fashion specialty
stores. A typical regional center is usually enclosed with an inward orientation of the
stores connected by a common walkway and parking surrounds the outside perimeter.

Superregional Center: Similar to a regional center, but because of its larger size, a
superregional center has more anchors, a deeper sclection of merchandise, and draws
from a larger population base. As with regional centers, the typical configuration is as an
enclosed mall, frequently with multilevels.



Fashion/Specialty Center: A center composed mainly of upscale apparel shops,
boutiques and craft shops carrying selected fashion or unique merchandise of high quality
and price. These centers need not be anchored, although sometimes restaurants or
entertainment can provide the draw of anchors. The physical design of the center is very
sophisticated, emphasizing a rich decor and high quality landscaping. These centers
vsually are found in trade areas having high income levels.

Power Center: A center dominated by several large anchors, including discount
department stores, off-price stores, warehouse clubs, or "category killers," i.e., stores that
offer tremendous selection in a particular merchandise category at low prices. The center
typically consists of several freestanding (unconnected) anchors and only a minimum
amount of small specialty tenants.

Theme/Festival Center: These centers typically employ a unifying theme that is carried
out by the individual shops in their architectural design and, to an extent, in their
merchandise. The biggest appeal of these centers is to tourists; they can be anchored by
restaurants and entertainment facilitics. These centers, generally located in urban arcas,
tend to be adapted from older, sometimes historic, buildings, and can be part of mixed-
use projects.

Outlet Center: Usually located in rural or occasionally in tourist locations, outlet centers
consist mostly of manufacturers' outlet stores selling their own brands at a discount,
These centers are typically not anchored. A strip configuration is most common,
although some are enclosed malls, and others can be arranged in a "village" cluster.

Lifestyle Center: Most often located near affluent residential neighborhoods, this center
type caters to the retail needs and “lifestyle” pursuits of consumers in its trading area. It
has an open-air configuration and typically includes at least 50,000 sf of space occupied
by upscale national chain specialty stores. Other elements help make the lifestyle center
serve as a multi-purpose leisure-time destination, including: restaurants and
entertainment; design ambience and amenities such as fountains and street fumiture that
are conducive to casual browsing; and often one or more conventional or fashion
specialty department stores as anchors.
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PLANNING COMMISSION FINAL ACTION

NOTIFICATION
TO : Mayor Coleen Seng
Lincoln City Council
FROM : Jean Walker, Pian@“g}D
DATE : March 30, 2006 |
RE : Special Permit No. 06011 - DENIED

(Parking lot in a residential district - 26" & W Streets)

The Lincoln City-Lancaster County Planning Commission took the following action at their
regular meeting on Wednesday, March 29, 2006:

Motion made by Strand, seconded by Carroll, to deny Special Permit No.
06011, requested by Thuy and Hung Nguyen, for authority to construct a parking
lot within a residential zoning district to serve an existing grocery store, on
property generally located at N. 26" Street and W Street. Motion to deny carried
8-1: Esseks, Carroll, Larson, Krieser, Strand, Cornelius, Sunderman and Carlson
voting ‘yes’; Taylor voting ‘no’.

The Plan\ning Commission's action is final, unless appealed to the City Council by filing a Letter
of Appeal with the City Clerk within 14 days of the date of the action by the Planning

Commission.
Attachment

ce: Building & Safety
Rick Peo, City Attorney
Public Works
Hung The Nguyen, 2020 Indigo Court, 68521
Thuy T. Nguyen, 2602 W Street, 68503
Hawley Area Association
Malone Neighborhood Association
David and Joanne DeYong, 2620 W Street, 68503
Renee Malone, 1408 N. 26" Street, 68503

iAshared\wp\jIlu\2006 cenotice.sp\SP.O6011 Denied
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DENIED by Planning Commission: 3/29/06, 8-1
(Esseks, Carroll, Larson, Krieser, Strand, Cornelius,
§un)derman and Carlson voting 'yes'; Taylor voting
no'

RESOLUTION NO. PC- S IE S\ﬁp

SPECIAL PERMIT NO. 06011

WHEREAS, Thuy and Hung Nguyen have submitted an application designated
as Special Permit No. 06011 to construct a parking lot within a residential zoning district to
serve an existing grocery store, on property generally located at N. 26th Street and W Street

and legally described as:

Lots 5 and 6, Block 8, Tresters Addition, Lincoln, Lancaster
County, Nebraska;

WHEREAS, the Lincoln City-Lancaster County Planning Commission has held a

public hearing on said application; and
| WHEREAS, the community as a whole, the surrounding neighborhood, and the

real property adjacent to the area included within the site plan for this parking lot in a residential
zoning district will not be adversely affected by granting such a permit; and

WHEREAS, said site plan together with the terms and conditions hereinafter set
forth are consistent with the comprehensive plan of the City of Lincoln and with the intent and
purpose of Title 27 of the Lincoln Municipal Code to promote the public health, safety, and
general welfare.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Lincoin City-Lancaster County
Pianning Commission of Lincoln, Nebraska:

That the application of Thuy and Hung Nguyen, hereinafter referred fo as

"Permittee”, to construct a parking lot within a residential zoning district to serve an existing
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grocery store be and the same is hereby granted under the provisions of Section 27.63.170 of
the Lincoln Municipal Code upon condition that construction of said parking lot be in strict
compliance with said application, the site plan, and the following additional express terms,
conditions, and requirements:
1. This approval permits a parking lot on property legally described as Lots 5
and 86, Block 8, Tresters Addition.
2. Before receiving building permits:
a. The Permittee shall submit a revised site plan including five copies
showing the foliowing revisions:
i Show setbacks for the parking lot.
ii. Dimension the parking stalls and driving aisles.
fii. Show screening that meets the design standards for
screening of parking lots.
iv. The parking lot must meet all other design standards
required by the City.
b. The construction plans must conform to the approved plans.
3. Before occupying the parking lot all development and construction must

conform to the approved plans.

4. All privately-owned improvements, including landscaping, shall be

permanently maintained by the Permittee.

5. The site plan accompanying this permit shall be the basis for all
interpretations of setbacks, yards, locations of buildings, location of parking and circulation
elements, and similar matters.

6. This resolution’s terms, conditions, and requirements bind and obligate

the Permittee, its successors and assigns.
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7. The Permittee shall sign and return the letter of acceptance to the City
Clerk within 30 days following the approval of the special permit, provided, however, said 30-
day period may be extended up to six months by administrative amendment. The clerk shall file
a copy of the resolution approving the special permit and the ietter of acceptance with the

Register of Deeds, filling fees therefor to be paid in advance by the Permittee.

The foregoing Resalution was approved by the Lincoin City-Lancaster County

Planning Commission on this day of , 2008.

ATTEST:

-A
06 M 8 { \)5 1
a8l omel
mm‘ssw.o“' d\;&)‘ qoting

Approved as to Form & Legalily: o0)

o

Chief Assistant City Atlorney



TO

FROM
DATE :

RE

PLANNING COMMISSION FINAL ACTION
NOTIFICATION

Mayor Coleen Seng
Lincoln City Council

: Jean Walker, Planningy

March 30, 2006
Special Permit No. 06015

(Calvary Evangelical Lutheran Church - 2774 Franklin Street)
Resolution No. PC-00986

The Lincoln City-Lancaster County Planning Commission took the following action at their

reguiar

meeting on Wednesday, March 29, 2006:

Motion made by Carroll, seconded by Larson, to approve Special Permit No.
06015, with conditions, requested by Calvary Evangelical Lutheran Church, for
authority to expand a nonconforming use for an addition to the existing church,
on property generally located at 2774 Franklin Street.

Motion for conditional approval carried 8-0 (Sunderman, Strand, Esseks, Krieser,
Cornelius, Larson, Carroll and Carlson voting ‘yes’; Taylor absent).

The Planning Commission's action is final, unless appealed to the City Council by filing a Letter
of Appeal with the City Clerk within 14 days of the date of the action by the Planning

Commission.

Aftachment

cc.

Building & Safety

Rick Peo, City Attorney

Public Works

Chris L. Myers, 4335 Meredeth, 68506

Calvary Evangelical Lutheran Church, 2774 Franklin Street, 68502
Antelope Park Neighborhood (2)

i‘\shared\wpyjlu\2006 cenotice.spi\SP.06015
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RESOLUTION NO. PC-g0986

SPECIAL PERMIT NQ. 06015

WHEREAS, Calvary Evangelical Lutheran Church has submitted an
application designated as Special Permit No. 06015 to expand a nonconfofming use for
an addition to the existing church, on property generally located at 2774 Frankiin Street

and legally described as:

Lots 43-48, Block 2, Arlington Heights, Lincoln, Lancaster
County, Nebraska;

WHEREAS, the Lincoln City-L.ancaster County Planning Commission has
held a public hearing on said application; and |

WHEREAS, the community as a whole, the surrounding neighborhood,
and the real property adjacent to the area included within the site plan for this expansion
of a nonconforming use will not be adversely affected by granting such a permit; and

WHEREAS, said site plan together with the terms and conditions
hereinafter set forth are consistent with the comprehensive plan of the City of Lincoln
and with the intent and purpose of Title 27 of the Lincoin Municipal Code to promote the
public heaith, safety, and general welfare.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Lincoln City-Lancaster

County Pianning Commission of Lincoin, Nebraska:
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That the application of Calvary Evangelical Lutheran Church, hereinafter
referred to as "Permittee”, to allow the expansion of a nonconforming use for an
addition to the existing church, be and the same is hereby granted under the provisions
of Section 27.63.280 of the Lincoln Municipal Code upon condition that construction of
said nonconforming commercial building be in strict compliance with said application,
the site plan, and the following additional express terms, conditions, and requirements:

1. This permit approves the expansion of the non conforming use to allow
an addition onto the building consistent with the existing north building line as shown
on the site plan. |

2. Before receiving building permits:

a. The Permittee shall complete the following instructions and submit

5 copies of the documents and plans to the Planning Depariment office for review and

approval:

i. Delete Lots 39-42 from the site plan, and clearly delineate
the boundary of the special permit (Lots 43-48). Add
the correct legal description.

il Eliminate the interior detail and show the building footprint
clearly delineated.

i Delineate the area of the proposed expansion.

iv. Show the setbacks from the church to all property lines.

V. Show the correct scale,

b.  The construction plans comply with the approved plans.
3. Before occupying the building, all development and construction must

conform with the approved plans.
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4. The site plan accompanying this permit shall be the basis for all
interpretations of setbacks, yards, locations of buildings, location of parking and

circulation elements, and similar matters.

5. This resolution's terms, conditions, and requirements bind and obiigate the
Permittee, its successors and assigns.

6. The applicant shall sign and return the letter of acceptance to the City
Clerk within 30 days following the approval of the special permit, provided, however,
said 30-day period may be extended up to six months by administrative amendment.
The clerk shall file a copy of the resolution approving the special permit and the letter of
acceptance with the Register of Deeds, filling fees therefor to be paid in advance by the

applicant.

The foregoing Resolution was approved by the Lincoin City-Lancaster County

Planning Commission on this zpry day of __ march , 2006.
ATTEST:
4 A/é———”——
Chair’ (-

Approved as to Form & Legality:

A

Chief Assistant City Attorney



TO

FROM

DATE :

RE

PLANNING COMMISSION FINAL ACTION
NOTIFICATION

Mayor Coleen Seng —
Lincoln City Council ¢ %}

: Jean Walker, Plannin S
March 30, 2006
Special Permit No. 06014, Southlake Community Unit Plan

(S. 91° Street and Andermatt Drive)
Resolution No. PC-00987

The Lincoln City-Lancaster County Planning Commission took the following acticn at their regular meeting
on Wednesday, March 29, 2006:

Motion made by Strand, seconded by Carroll, to approve Special Permit No. 06014,
Southlake Community Unit Plan, with conditions, requested by Eiger Corporation, for
authoerity to develop 90 dwelling units, together with requested waivers of the Zoning
Code, Land Subdivision Ordinance and City of Lincoln Design Standards to allow block
length in excess of 1,320 feet with no pedestrian way easement; to adjust front, side and
rear setbacks to zero feet; to allow transfer of wastewater from one drainage basin to
another; to allow sanitary sewer to exceed maximum depth; to exceed minimum tangent
length between non-compound horizontal curves; to allow sanitary sewer to be
constructed non-parallel to the centerline of the street; to allow lot lines non-perpendicular
to the right-of-way; and to allow lots that do not front upon a public street or private
roadway, on property generally located at South 91 Street and Andermatt Drive.

Motion for conditional approval carried 9-0 {(Sunderman, Strand, Esseks, Krieser, Cornelius,
Taylor, Larson, Carroll and Carlson voting ‘yes’).

The Planning Commission's action is final, unless appealed to the City Council by filing a Letter of Appeal

with the

City Clerk within 14 days of the date of the action by the Planning Commission.

Attachment

CC:

Building & Safety

Rick Peo, City Attorney

Public Works

DaNay Kalkowski, 1111 Lincoln Mall, Suite 350, 68508

Scott Osterhaus, Olsson Associates, 1111 Lincoln Mall, 68508

Kelvin Korver, Eiger Corporation, RR 1, Box 93A, Adams, NE 68301
Andermatt, LLC, 4000 S. 59" Street Court, 68506

Cheney SID #5, c/o Jane Athey, 9400 Yankee Hill Road, 68526-2482
Cheney CIP, cfo Gayle Hanshaw, 9420 Third Street, Cheney, NE 68526
Warren Gran, Vintage Heights H.O. Assn., 5930 S. 90", 68526

Terri Roberts, Vintage Heights H.Q. Assn,, 6010 S. 91% Street, 68526

i:\shared\wp\jlu\2006 ccnotice.sp\SP.06014



PLANNING COMMISSION FINAL ACTION

NOTIFICATION
TO D Mayor Coleen Seng
Lincoln City Council
FROM : Jean Walker, Plarnin
DATE : March 30, 2006
RE : Special Permit No. 06014, Southlake Community Unit Plan

(S. 91 Street and Andermatt Drive)
Resolution No. PC-00987

The Lincoin City-Lancaster County Planning Commission took the following action at their regular meeting
on Wednesday, March 29, 2006:

Motion made by Strand, seconded by Carroll, to approve Special Permit No. 06014,
Southlake Community Unit Plan, with conditions, requested by Eiger Corporation, for
authority to develop 90 dwelling units, together with requested waivers of the Zoning
Code, Land Subdivision Ordinance and City of Lincoln Design Standards to allow block
length in excess of 1,320 feet with no pedestrian way easement; to adjust front, side and
rear setbacks to zero feet,; to allow transfer of wastewater from one drainage basin to
another; to allow sanitary sewer to exceed maximum depth; to exceed minimum tangent
iength between non-compound horizontal curves; to allow sanitary sewer to be
constructed non-parallel to the centerline of the street; to allow lot lines non-perpendicular
to the right-of-way; and to allow lots that do not front upon a public street or private
roadway, on property generaily located at South 91° Street and Andermatt Drive.

Motion for conditional approval carried 9-0 (Sunderman, Strand, Esseks, Krieser, Cornelius,
Taylor, Larson, Carroll and Carlson voting ‘ves’). .

The Planning Commission’s action is final, unless appealed to the City Council by filing a Letter of Appeal
with the City Clerk within 14 days of the date of the action by the Planning Commission.

Attachment

cc: Building & Safety
Rick Peo, City Atforney
Public Works
DaNay Kalkowski, 1111 Lincoln Mall, Suite 350, 68508
Scott Osterhaus, Olsson Associates, 1111 Lincoin Mali, 68508
Kelvin Korver, Eiger Corporation, RR 1, Box 93A, Adams, NE 88301
Andermatt, LLC, 4000 S. 59" Street Court, 68506
Cheney SID #5, cfo Jane Athey, 9400 Yankee Hill Road, 68526-9482
Cheney CIP, ¢/o Gayle Hanshaw, 8420 Third Street, Cheney, NE 68526
Warren Gran, Vintage Heights H.O. Assn., 5930 S. 90", 68526
Terri Roberts, Vintage Heights H.O. Assn., 6010 S. 91 Street, 68526

ifshared\wpijl’\2006 cenotice sp\SP.06014
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RESOLUTION NO. PC-_00587

SPECIAL PERMIT NO. 06014

WHEREAS, Eiger Corporation has submitted an application designated as
Special Permit No. 06014 for authority to deve.lop Southiake Community Unit Plan for 90
dwelling units, together with requested waivers of the Zoning Code, Land Subdivision
Ordinance, and City of Lincoln Design Standards to allow block length in excess of 1,320 feet
with no pedestrian way easement; to adjust front, side, and rear setbacks to 0 feet; to allow
transfer of wastewater from one drainage basin to another; to allow sanitary sewer to exceed
maximum depth; to exceed minimum tangent iength between non-compound horizontal curves:
to allow sanitary sewer to be constructed non-parallel to the centerline of the street; to allow ot
lines non-perpendicular to the right-of-way; and to allow lots that do not front upon a public

street or private roadway, on property generally located at South 91st Street and Andermatt

Drive, and legally described as:

Lot 36 |.T., a portion of Lot 66 |.T., a portion of Lot 71 |.T., a
portion of Lot 100 I.T., and a portion of Lot 101 1.T., al! located in
the East Half of Section 23, Township 9 North, Range 7 East of
the 6th P.M., Lincoln, Lancaster County, Nebraska, and more
particularly described as follows:

Commencing at the northwest corner of said Lot 100 1.T.; thence
southeasterly along a westerly line of said Lot 100 1.T., said line
being an east line of South 91st Street right-of-way on an

_ assumed bearing of south 27 degrees 39 minutes 47 seconds
east, a distance of 54.44 feet to a point of curvature; thence along
a curve in a clockwise direction, having a delta angle of 00
degrees 47 minutes 08 seconds, a radius of 1,065.00 feet, an arc
length of 14.59 feet, a chord bearing of south 27 degrees 16
minutes 14 seconds east along a west line of said Lot 100 |.T.,
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said line being an east line of said right-of-way, and a chord
distance of 14.59 feet to a point, said point being the point of
beginning; thence north 75 degrees 00 minutes 41 seconds east,

- adistance of 1,854.76 feet to a point of intersection with the east

line of Lot 100 I.T., said point being on the west line of South 98th
Street right-of-way; thence south 00 degrees 07 minutes 15
seconds east along the east line of said Lot 100 |.T., and the east
iine of Lot 101 1.T., said line being the west line of said right-of-
way, said line being 33.00 feet west of and parallel with the east
line of the Northeast Quarter of said Section 23, a distance of
839.84 feet to the southeast corner of said Lot 101 L.T., said point
being on the north line of Lot 36 1.T.; thence south 89 degrees 52
minutes 55 seconds east along the north line of said Lot 36 L.T.,
said line being the north line of the Southeast Quarter of said
Section 23, a distance of 33.00 feet to the northeast corner of said
Lot 36 1.T., said point being the northeast corner of said Southeast
Quarter; thence south 00 degrees 07 minutes 24 seconds east
along the east line of said Lot 36 |.T., and the east line of Lot 66
.T., said line being the east line of said Southeast Quarter, a
distance of 892.05 feet to a point; thence south 90 degrees 00
minutes 00 seconds west, a distance of 405.86 feet to a point of
curvature; thence along a curve in a clockwise direction, having a
delta angle of 18 degrees 12 minutes 50 seconds, a radius of
1.033.00 feet, an arc length of 328.38 fest, a chord bearing of
north 80 degrees 53 minutes 35 seconds west, and a chord
distance of 327.00 feet to a point of tangency; thence north 71
degrees 47 minutes 10 seconds west, a distance of 66.44 feet to a
point of curvature; thence along a curve in a clockwise direction,
having a delta angle of 09 degrees 27 minutes 28 seconds, a
radius of 1,033.00 feet, an arc length of 170.52 feet, a chord
bearing of north 67 degrees 03 minutes 26 seconds west, and a
chord distance of 170.33 feet to a point of tangency; thence north
62 degrees 19 minutes 42 seconds west, a distance of 211.09 feet
to a point of curvature; thence along a curve in a clockwise
direction, having a delta angle of 07 degrees 22 minutes 03
seconds, a radius of 558.00 feet, an arc length of 71.75 feet, a
chord bearing of north 58 degrees 38 minutes 40 seconds west,
and a chord distance of 71.70 feet to a point of curvature of a non
tangent curve; thence aiong a curve in a clockwise direction,
having a delta angle of 139 degrees 51 minutes 42 seconds, a
radius of 97.00 feet, an arc length of 236.78 feet, a chord bearing
of north 50 degrees 22 minutes 50 seconds west, and a chord
distance of 182.22 feet to a point of curvaiure of a non tangent
curve; thence along a curve in a clockwise direction, having a
delta angle of 30 degrees 11 minutes 37 seconds, a radius of
573.00 feet, an arc length of 301.96 feet, a chord bearing of north
21 degrees 22 minutes 57 seconds west, and a chord distance of
298.48 feet to a point; thence north 83 degrees 42 minutes 51
seconds east, a distance of 96.00 feet to a point of curvature of a
non tangent curve; thence along a curve in a clockwise direction,
having a delta angle of 06 degrees 17 minutes 09 seconds, a
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radius of 477.00 feet, an arc length of 52.33 feet, a chord bearing
of north 03 degrees 08 minutes 34 seconds west, and a chord
distance of 52.30 feet to a point of tangency; thence north 60
degrees 00 minutes 00 seconds east, a distance of 94 .45 feet to a
point; thence north 56 degrees 45 minutes 27 seconds east, a
distance of 106.73 feet to a point; thence north 10 degrees 51
minutes 05 seconds west, a distance of 184.48 feet to a point of
intersection with the south line of Lot 100 1.7, said point being a
point of curvature of a non tangent curve; thence along a curve in
a clockwise direction, having a delta angle of 51 degrees 58
minutes 18 seconds, a radius of 50.00 feet, an arc length of 45.35
feet, a chord bearing of north 74 degrees 24 minutes 38 seconds
west along a southwest line of said Lot 100 I.T., and a chord
distance of 43.81 feet to a point of tangency; thence north 48
degrees 25 minutes 29 seconds west along a southwest line of
said Lot 100 L.T., a distance of 29.36 feet to a point of curvature:
thence along a curve in a clockwise direction, having a delta angle
of 50 degrees 02 minutes 26 seconds, a radius of 50.00 feet, an
arc length of 43.67 feet, a chord bearing of north 23 degrees 24
minutes 16 seconds west along a southwest line of said Lot 100
L.T., and a chord distance of 42.29 feet to a point of tangency;
thence north 01 degrees 36 minutes 57 seconds east along a
west line of said Lot 100 I.T., a distance of 72.45 feet to a point of
curvature; thence along a curve in a counter clockwise direction,
having a deita angle of 54 degrees 08 minutes 38 seconds, a
radius of 50.00 feet, an arc length of 47.25 feet, a chord bearing of
north 25 degrees 27 minutes 22 seconds west along a southwest
tine of said L.ot 100 I.T., and a chord distance of 45.51 feet to a
point of tangency; thence north 52 degrees 31 minutes 41
seconds west along a southwest line of said Lot 100 1.T., a
distance of 31.36 feet to a point of curvature; thence along a curve
in a counter clockwise direction, having a delta angle of 72

- degrees 13 minutes 00 seconds, a radius of 50.00 feet, an arc

length of 63.02 feet, a chord bearing of north 88 degrees 38
minutes 11 seconds west along a south line of said Lot 100 I.T.,
and a chord distance of 58.93 feet to a point of tangency; thence
south 55 degrees 15 minutes 19 seconds west along a southeast
line of said Lot 100 |.T., a distance of 138.69 feet to a point of
curvature; thence along a curve in a clockwise direction, having a
delta angle of 11 degrees 35 minutes 52 seconds, a radius of
500.00 feet, an arc length of 101.23 feet, a chord bearing of south
61 degrees 03 minutes 18 seconds west along a southeast line of
said Lot 100 |.T., and a chord distance of 101.05 feet to a point of
tangency; thence south 66 degrees 51 minutes 18 seconds west
along a southeast line of said Lot 100 1.T., a distance of 90.97 feet
to the southwest corner of said Lot 100 I.T., said point being on
the east line of South 91st Street right-of-way, said point being a
point of curvature of a non tangent curve; thence along a curve in
a counter clockwise direction, having a delta angle of 08 degrees
33 minutes 10 seconds, a radius of 1,065.00 feet, an arc length of

3.
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158.98 feet, a chord bearing of north 22 degrees 36 minutes 06
seconds west along the west line of said Lot 100 1.T., said line
being the east line of said right-of-way, and a chord dlstance of
158.83 feet fo the point of beginning, said tract contains a
calculated area of 2,017,371.6471 square feet or 46.3125 acres,

more or less;

'WHEREAS, the Lincoln City-Lancaster County Planning Commission has held a

public hearing on said application; and

WHEREAS, the community as a whole, the surrounding neighborhood, and the

real property adjacent to the area included within the site plan for this community unit pian will

not be adversely affected by granting such a permit; and

WHEREAS, said site pian together with the terms and conditions hereinafter set
forth are consistent with the comprehensive plan of the City of Lincoln and with the intent and

purpose of Title 27 of the Lincoin Municipa! Code to promote the public health, safety, and

general welfare; and
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Lincoln City-Lancaster County

Planning Commission of Lincoln, Nebraska:

That the application of Eiger Corporation, hereinafter referred to as "Permittee”,

~ to develop Southlake Community Unit Plan for 90 dwelling units be and the same is hereby

granted under the provisions of Section 27.63.320 and Chapter 27.65 of the Lincoln Municipal
Code upon condition that construction of said dwelling units be in strict compliance with said

application, the site plan, and the following additional express terms, conditions, and

requirements:

1. This permit approves up to 90 dwelling units with waivers as shown on the site
plan to allow block length in excess of 1,320 with no pedestrian way easement for a block in
excess of 1,000"; adjust front, side, and rear setbacks to 0", allow transfer of wastewater from
one drainage basin to ancther; allow sanitary sewer to exceed maximum depth; exceed

minimum tangent length between non-compound horizontal curves:; allow sanitary sewer fo be

4



10
11
12

13

14
15

16
17
18

20
21

22
23

24
25
26
27
28
25

30
32

33
34

constructed non-paralle! to the centerline of the street; allow lot lines non-perpendicular to the
rig.ht-of-way; and allow lots that dd not front upon a public street or private roadway.

2. Final plats within the area of this community unit plan must be approved by the
City.

3. If any final plat on ali or a portion of the .approved community unit plan is
submitted five (5) years or more after the approval of the community unit plan, the city may
require that a new community unit plan be submitted, pursuant to all the provisions of section
26.31.015. A new community unit plan may be required if the subdivision ordinance, the design
standards, or the required improvements have been armended by the city; and as a result, the

community unit plan as originally approved does not comply with the amended rules and

regulétions.

4. “Final plats may be approved by the Planning Direclor after the Permittee enters

into an agreement with the City wherein the Permittee as Subdivider agrees:

to complete the street paving of public streets shown on the final plat

a.
within two (2) years following the approval of the final plat.

b. to complete the paving of private roadways shown on the final plét within
two (2) years following the approval of this final plat.

c. to complete the installation of sidewalks along both sides of the streets
and the west side of South 98" Street as shown on the final plat within
four (4) years foliowing the approval of the final plat.

d. to complete the public water distribution system to serve this plat within
two (2) years following the approval of the final plat.

e. to complete the public wastewater coliection system to serve this piat
within two (2) years following the approval of the final plat.

f. to complete the enclosed pubiic drainage facilities shown on the approved
drainage study to serve this plat within two (2) years following the
approval of the final plat.

g. to complete the enclosed private drainage facilities shown on the
approved drainage study to serve this plat within two (2) years fo[iowmg
the approval of the final plat.

h. to complete the installation of public street lights within this plat within two

(2) years following the approval of the final plat.
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to complete the installation of private street lights within this plat within
two (2) years following the approval of the final plat.

to complete the planting of the street trees along both sides of alf streets
and the west side of South 98" Street within four (4) years following the

approval of the final piat.

to complete the planting of the landscape screen along South 98" Street
within two (2) years following the approval of the final plat.

to complete the installation of the street name signs within two {2) years
fallowing the approval of the final plat.

to complete any other public or private improvement or facility required by
Chapter 26.23 (Development Standards} of the Land Subdivision
Ordinance in a timely manner which inadvertently may have been omitted
from the above list of required improvements.

to submit to the Director of Public Works a plan showing proposed
measures to control sedimentation and erosion and the proposed method

to temporarily stabilize all graded land for approval.

to complete the public and private imbrovements shown on the
Community Unit Plan.

The Subdivider agrees to maintain the outlots and private improvements
on a permanent and continuous basis, and to recognize that there may be
additional maintenance issues or costs associated with providing for the
proper functioning of stormwater detention/retention facilities as they were
designed and constructed within the development and these are the
responsibility of the Subdivider. Subdivider further agrees to retain
ownership of or the right of enltry o the outlots in order to maintain the
outlots and private improvements on a permanent and continuous basis.
However, the Subdivider may be relieved and discharged of such
maintenance obligations only upon creating, in writing, a permanent and
continuous association of property owners who would be responsible for
said permanent and continuous maintenance subject to the following

conditions:

(a)  Subdivider shall not be relieved of Subdivider's maintenance
obligation for each specific private improvement until a registered
professional engineer or nurseryman who supervised the
installation of said private improvement has certified o the City
that the improvement has been installed in accordance with
approved plans; and

(b) The maintenance agreements are incorporated into covenants
and restrictions in deeds to the subdivided property and the
documents creating the association and the restrictive covenants
have been reviewed and approved by the City Attorney and filed
of record with the Register of Deeds.

-6-
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to continuously and regularly maintain the street trees-along the private

roadways and landscape screens.

to submit to the lot buyers and home builders a copy of the soil analysis.

to pay all design, engineering, labor, material, inspection,land other

improvement costs.

t. to comply with the provisions of the Land Preparation and Grading
requirements of the Land Subdivision Ordinanceﬁ.

to protect the frees that are indicated to remain during constrdction and
development.

to properly and continuously maintain and supervise the private facilities
which have common use or benefit, and to recognize that there may be

additional maintenance issues or costs associated with providing for the
proper functioning of storm water detention/retention facilities as they
were designed and constructed within the development, and that these
are the responsibility of the land owner.

ta relinquish the right of direct vehicular access to South 91 and South

98" Streets except as shown.

Before receiving final piat approvai:

a. The permitiee shall complete the following instructions ahd submit the
documents and plans to the Planning Department office for review and

approval.

i Five copies of a revised site plan showing the following revisions:

(1)
(2)

3)

(4)

)
(6)

Delete Genera! Notes #12, 15, 16, 18, 25, 29, and 33.

Show recreation facilities to the shtisfaction of the Parks
and Recreatlion Departiment. '

Show continuous sidewalks along both sides of all streets
and private roadways and the west side of South 98"

Street,

Show a "typical detail” for the townhouse lots which
includes a dimension of 22' from the back of the sidewalk

to the garage of the dweliing unit.

Indicate a 27' paving width for the private roadways.

Show easements per L.E.S. review.

Provide a summary of trip generation allocation that
includes all development subject to AN#01006.
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(8)
(©)

(10)

(11)

(12)

(13)

(14)

(15)

(16)
(17)

(18)

(19)

(20)

(21)

Delete all references to PUD.

Show the grading for South 94", South 96", and South 97*
Streets extended 300 beyond the boundary of the plan.

Add z general site note that states required screening shall
be provided at time of final plats.

Revise General Note #15 to state “LOT DIMENSIONS
ARE APPROXIMATE AND MAY VARY AT TIME OF
FINAL PLAT." :

Revise General Note #24 to state “...... iN ACCORDANCE
WITH LINCOLN MUNICIPAL CODE TITLE 27."

Revise General Note #26 by deleting “AS AMENDED BY
THE SOUTHLAKE REGULATORY MODIFICATIONS "

Revise General Note #28 to read as “.....STREET TREES
AND REQUHRED LANDSCAPE SCREENS TO BE
REVIEWED....."

Revise General Note #31 to state “MINIMUM DISTANCE
BETWEEN BUILDINGS IN THE CUP SHALL BE AT
LEAST 20" :

Delete the word"TOWNHOUSE" from General Note #36.

Revise General Note #44 to state “LOTS ADJACENT TO
SOUTH 98™ STREET WILL NOT BE FINAL PLATTED
UNTIL THE STREET IS IMPROVED TO CITY
STANDARDS.

Separate General Notes #15, 30, 35, 37, 38, 39, 43, and
47 into a separate table labeled 'Waivers’.

Show Andermatt Drive aligned and intersection geometry
at South 98" Street to the satisfaction of Public Works and

Utilities.

Show the sanitary sewer in a location approved by Public
Works and Utilities.

Delineate the 12" high-pressure gas if it falls within the
boundaries of the plan and identify it in bold text.

ii. Revise the grading and drainage and utilities plans to the
satisfaction of Public Works and Utilities.

b. City Council approves associated requests AN#06004 and CZ#06016.

-8-
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C. The construction plans compiy with the approved plans.

6. Before occupying any dwellings all development and construction is to comply
with the approved plans.

7. All privately-owned improvements, including landscaping and recreational
facilities, are to be permanently maintained by the owner or an appropriately established owners .
association approved by the Cily. ’

8. The site plan accompanying this permit shall be the basis for a!l'interpretations of

setbacks, yards, locations of buildings, location of parking and circulation elements, and similar

matters.

9. Th'is resolution’s terms, conditions, and requirements bind and obligate the
Permittee, its successors and assigns.

10. The applicant shall sign and return the letter of accepta;ice to the City Clerk
within 30 days fo!lowing.the approval of the special permit, provided, however, said 30-day
period may be extended up to six months by admin'istrative amendment. The clerk shall file a
copy of the resolution abproving the special permit and the letter of acceptance with the

Register of Deeds, filling fees therefor to be paid in advance by the applicant.

The foregoing Resolution was approved by the Lincoln City-Lancaster County Planning

Commission on this 29thday of  march , 2006.

ATTEST:

Approved asio Fo Legality:

)

Chief Assistant City Attorney




) PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES

(ITY OF |N(0 ADVISORY MAYOR COLEEN J.SENG v

NEBRAS

March 30, 2006

Pine Lake Road Widening - Project #700014
40th - 61st Streets
56th Street; Shadow Pines - Thompson Creek

This letter is a reminder that if you have fences or landscaping which you want to save, please plan to
relocate them by April 10, 2006 to avoid any unwanted damage. LES, Time Warner, and Alltel are
planning to do work starting the week of March 6, 2006 weather permitting and are willing to work
around fences and landscaping. The Contractor will not be responsible for items that are within the
easements once work has started after April 10, 2006.

Phase 4 In Pine Lake Road east of South 56th Street to South 61st Street with work on the box culvert
east of the intersection of 56th followed with the paving of the roadway to 61st Street.
Anticipated completion of this phase is late spring or early summer of 2006.

Phase 5 This phase in South 56th will begin as soon as the work in Pine Lake Road east and west (not
through the intersection) of South 56th can be opened to east/west traffic. Anticipated
completion of this phase is late winter of 2006.

If you have problems or questions during the construction period, please contact Eric Anderson or Steve
Samuelson with Constructors Inc. at 434-1764 or the City of Lincoln Project Manager for additional
information.

Charlie Wilcox, Senior Engineering Specialist
Engineering Services
441-7532/440-6067

cwilcox@lincoln.ne.gov

700014 Adv CDW 4 tdq.wpd




CITY OF LINCOLN
NEBRASKA

MAYOR COLEEN J. SENG

lincofn.ne.gov

Engineering Services
Public Works and Utifitias Department

Karl fredricksen, Director

531 Westgate Blvd,

Suite 160
Lincoln, Nebraska 48528
402-441-7711
fax: 402-441-6576
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March 27, 2006

Nancy Coffman
880 So. 39th Street
Lincoln, NE 68510

Dear Ms. Coffman:

Your letter to Mayor Seng was forwarded to me for review. We appreciate your
concern with pedestrian safety. As the City of Lincoln continues to grow, strects
must also grow to handle the increasing traffic demands. Widening streets does then
create a conflictbetween the ease with which pedestrians can cross those streets. The
needs and safety of pedestrians are taken into account in every project we design.

In the past several years, the City has begun implementing a number of measures
designed to make pedestrian travel more safe. We have changed from standard
crosswalk markings to the higher visibility “continental” crosswalk markings, where
the lines run parallel to the movement of traffic. We have also started installing
countdown pedestrian signal indications, which help pedestrians know how much
time is left until a signal will change and they need to be out of the street. We have
also changed our standards to provide two sidewalk ramps that go straight across an
mtersection, instead of only one ramp at the corner that could lead pedestrians out
into the middle of the intersection. Ramps are now fitted with contrasting truncated
domes to assist the visually impaired in recognizing the edge of the street.

While creating grade separations (such as tunnels or bridges) to keep pedestrians
away from vehicles is the safest means of allowing street crossings, in many
instances those separations are not feasible. In addition to the high cost of
constructing the grade separations, they typically require that additional property be
taken from nearby businesses in order to get sufficient ramp length to make them in
compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act. Due to the extra ramp length
and grades, some pedestrians will not use them anyway, and tunnels are often cited
as unacceptable due to concerns of safety from non-traffic elements.

As we do at every signalized intersection, pedestrian crossing times are set to
accommodate the needs of those who use the intersection on a regular basis. Usage
by school children, the elderly or handicapped individuals are taken into account
when setting the amount of time needed to cross the streets. Several comments have
been made about having pedestrians only cross to the median instead of completely
crossing O Street in one motion. From personal experience, I can tell you I would
much rather be able to completely cross a street, especially a busy one such as O
Street, than to stand in the middle on a 6' wide island, while traffic passes on both
sides of me.



Ms. Hoffman
March 27, 2006
Page 2

We will continue to work with Mr. Jeff Altman of the Nebraska Commission for the Blind and
Visually Impaired to determine if any additional accommodations can be made to assist in making
the crossing of O Street safer. We are looking into concrete texturing that can be used for way-
finding, and the City is open to installing audible pedestrian signals or other devices that would assist
those in need to safely cross.

The final area of work that needs to be done is in educating motorists to be more cognizant of
pedestrians. We have been working with driver education groups for a number of years, talking to
motorists about the consideration of pedestrian safety. We are also trying to create a video that can
be played on Channel 5 to promote pedestrian and bicycle safety.

Based upon current pedestrian usage of this area and the City’s ability to fund improvements, we feel
that we have provided the safest means for crossing the intersection of 48" and O. We will continue
to monitor pedestrian safety along the O Street corridor following the completion of construction to
determine whether any other measures need to be taken. Again, thank you for your concerns and

observations,

cc: Mayor Seng
City Council
Kar] Fredrickson
Roger Figard

CAWINDOWS Temp'notes5 64 7541~3265159.wpd



CITY OF LINCOLN
NEBRASKA

MAYOR COLEEN J. SENG

linceln.re.gov

Public Warks and Uzilities Dapartment
Kar! Fredrickson, Director
555 South 10th Street
Suite 203
Lincoln, Nebraska 68508
402-44}-7548
fax: 402-441-8609
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March 27, 2006

Tanna G. Shoyo
142 N. 32nd Street, #57
Lincoln, NE 68503-3417

Dear Ms. Shovo:

Your letter to Mayor Seng was forwarded to me for review. We appreciate your
concern with pedestrian safety. As the City of Lincoln continues to grow, streets
must also grow to handle the increasing traffic demands. Widening streets does then
create a conflict between the ease with which pedestrians can cross those streets. The
needs and safety of pedestrians are taken into account in every project we design.

In the past several years, the City has begun implementing a number of measures
designed to make pedestrian travel more safe. We have changed from standard
crosswalk markings to the higher visibility “continental” crosswalk markings, where
the lines run parallel to the movement of traffic. We have also started installing
countdown pedestrian signal indications, which help pedestrians know how much
time is left until a signal will change and they need to be out of the street. We have
also changed our standards to provide two sidewalk ramps that go straight across an
intersection, instead of only one ramp at the corner that could lead pedestrians out
mto the middle of the intersection. Ramps are now fitted with contrasting truncated
domes to assist the visually impaired in recognizing the edge of the street.

While creating grade separations (such as tunnels or bridges) to keep pedestrians
away from vehicles is the safest means of allowing street crossings, in many
instances those separations are not feasible. In addition to the high cost of
constructing the grade separations, they typically require that additional property be
taken from nearby businesses in order to get sufficient ramp length to make them in
compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act. Due to the extra ramp length
and grades, some pedestrians will not use them anyway, and tunnels are often cited
